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THE LANCET 


SPECIAL SUPPLEMENT 


IN SUPPORT OF THE 


METROPOLITAN HOSPITAL SUNDAY FUND 


Published in aid of the Appeal to be made on Sunday, June 9th, 1907. 


WENTY times already Tue Lancer has 
published its Annual Supplement on behalf 
of the Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund. 
For thirty-five years the Collection has 
been made in the places of worship of all 

religious denominations in London and its suburbs, 
and in localities beyond those suburbs, on behalf of 
the noble medical charities of which not Londoners 
only but all Englishmen are justly proud. Once 
more THE LANCET urges its appeal, and if our Supple- 
ment may be said in its present issue to attain its 
majority, it is appropriate that it should find its 
responsibilities increased by circumstances. 

On the present occasion it is our endeavour to direct 
the attention of those into whose hands these pages 
may fall to the need of the Hospitals of the Metropolis 
for help ; to remind those thousands of friends whom 
the Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund has already 
won that now is the time to give fresh proof of their 
goodwill; and to win for the Fund new friends who 
may vie with the old ones in proving their claim to 
the title. Of new friends in this present year of 
1907 the Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund stands 
truly in need, for it has endured sad loss during the 

t twelve months. Every year obliterates from the 
roll of London’s citizens the names of good and 
generous men who have helped to make the burden 
of the poor lighter in their days of sickness and 

in, and among these the name of Mr. George 
erring will ever stand conspicuous. 


The late Mr. Herring 


died on November 2nd, 1906, and while we dwell 
in grateful recognition upon his charity we hope that 
the example which he set may live after him. Itis for 
those now surviving him to bring about that which 
he would most have desired—that his loss shall not 
be irreparable. In 1899 Mr. George Herring first con- 
tributed a donation of £10,000 to the Metropolitan 
Hospital Sunday Fund, and he repeated his generous 
gift in 1900. After that year he adopted the method 
of stimulating others which proved so valuable to 
the Fund. Possibly it was suggested to his mind by 
the sporting instincts of his younger days, and it 
certainly had that sporting element in it which 
appeals to many of our countrymen. He pledged 
himself to add to the amount collected in places of 
worship and in the City asum equal to one-fourth 
of its total. The proviso that he should not 
thus be called upon to pay more than £25,000 
was never called into operation, but at the time of 


his death he had enriched the Fund directly to the 
extent of over £78,000. Mr. Herring’s magnificent 
legacy to the Fund, which approaches, and may even 
pass £750,000, remains as a permanent benefit and a 
princely memorial to his munificence, but his living 
example is gone, and living endeavour is wanted to 
replace his efforts. It would not be easy to say to 
what extent he increased the Fund indirectly, but 
his pledge afforded to all who gave the pleasant 
knowledge that their donations, whether great or 
small, would bear immediate fruit to the extent of 
25 per cent., and it is impossible not to believe that 
some were influenced by the fact. May they now 
remember that Mr. Herring has died since last 
they contributed, and may they make good the 
deficit which otherwise will be felt by the Hospitals 
and by those whom the Hospitals assist. In other 
words, let them select a sum greater by, at least, 
one quarter than the amount of their last year’s 
gifts, in deciding how much they shall contribute 
to this year’s Offertory. It may not be possible for 
all to do this; it is not likely that the suggestion will 
meet the eyes of everyone who gave last year and 
who will give on the present occasion, but a general 
increase of the public generosity will be required if 
the efficiency of the Hospitals is not to be impaired. 


The Late Mr. Wakley and the Development 
of the Fund. 


Another prominent friend of the Hospitals and of 
the Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund, whose 
death has been mourned since that of Mr. George 
Herring, was Mr. Thomas Henry Wakley, the 
Senior Editor of Tue Lancet and the eldest son of 
its founder. Imbued throughout his life with a 
keen and practical interest in all that pertained to 
the medical profession, he had watched the birth 
and growth of the Metropolitan Hospital Sunday 
Fund, of which his brother, Dr. James G. Wakley, was 
one of the original founders, and throughout the 
— during which our Supplement has been issued 

e personally supervised its production, using as a 
guide his knowledge of the working of the Fund 
acquired as an active and assiduous member of its 
Council and of its General Purposes Committee. 
When we consider the growth of the Hospitals them- 
selves, and the huge increase which has taken place 
in the field in which their work is performed, we can 
ee that one who had enjoyed the long life of 
Mr. Wakley must have been more impres by the 
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never diminis \ing needs of the institutions them- | almsgiving—if, for example, the Metropolitan 


selves than by .1e success of any appeal made on their 
behalf. In contrasting the London of 1849 with that 
of the reign of Charles II., Lord Macaulay, in Chapter 
III. of his History, drew a vigorous picture of modern 
civilization as he saw it around him, and of the com- 
parative barbarism of the later portion of the 17th 
century. Of the growth of London since that date he 
wrote, as if with pride, “ The inhabitants, who are now 
at least nineteen hundred thousand, were then prob- 
ably little more than half a million”; and in describing 
its extension in all directions he said, “Chelsea, 
which is now peopled by more than forty thousand 
human beings, was a quiet country village with 
about a thousand inhabitants. On the north cattle 
fed and sportsmen wandered with dogs and guns 
over the site of Marylebone. ... . On the south the 
Capital is now connected with its suburb by several 
bridges, not inferior in magnificence and solidity to 
the noblest works of the Cwesars.” 

That the historian should have been justified in 
classing what we now should call “ London south of 
the Thames” as a “suburb,” is a vivid illustration of 
the difference which half a century has wrought. 
Let us remember that this difference arose in the 
life-time of Mr. Wakley, in order that we may 
appreciate what the work of the Hospitals has been 
in whose prosperity he took so keen an interest. The 
Hospitals have had to keep abreast of the growth and 
progress around them, and the need of the poor will 
not diminish while London is trading with the 
whole civilized and uncivilized world. 


The Increasing Demand. 


We are reiterating a tale that has been told not 
twice but many times in these columns, and if we 
lay stress upon the fact of London’s increase in 
population we have supplied the reason for a 
reiteration which should be couched, if it were 
possible, in stronger terms from year to year. The 
ever-widening circle of those who depend upon the 
Metropolitan Hospitals calls for a provision of the 
necessities imposed by the progress of modern 
science. There is a demand for buildings, for 
theatres, for instruments and apparatus 
of all kinds, for nursing and service of ever 
description, which must all be in conformity wit 
the highest standards. 

Therapidimprovementin science, contemporaneous 
with the recent growth of the population, must be 


remembered, while we remind our readers of amodern | 
development for which they are in part responsible, | 


and which they will not, we know, desire to see 
arrested. Public benevolence as we understand it in 
1907 is largely an outcome of our civilization. There 
were kind-hearted men, all honour to their 
memory, who founded the great Hospitals of 
London in the old days that have passed away, 
but none can say that the attitude of the 
public mind was what it now is towards poverty 
and suffering. Let us remember the small bands of 
men and women who first organized attacks upon 
the slave-trade not so very long ago, and the Howards 
and the Frys who called public attention to our 
prisons. The increase of London’s population since 
the age of the Stuarts, and again since the commence- 
ment of the Victorian era, the improved social 
conditions, the altered sanitary surroundings and 
demands of its inhabitants, have taken more than 
two centuries to bring about, and the change, rapid 
of late years, was at one time more ual and 
more easily observed and controlled. Perhaps 
if there had been during all those years the same 
public demand for philanthropic enterprise as 
now, if the support of hospitals organized like those 
of to-day had been a recognised form of universal 


| stillthe same. Give! 


Hospital a | Fund had been first instituted by 
Nell Gwynne when she promoted (or did not pro- 
mote) the foundation of Chelsea Hospital—who 1 
say that the growth of the Hospitals’ resources 
might not have kept pace with the expansion of the 
sphere within which their beneficence was to be 
exercised ? What might have been the result, too, 
of donations and legacies invested in suburban land 
in the days when, as Macaulay reminds us, Oxford 
Street (surely not the Oxford Road) ran between 


hedges ? 
The organization of charity, however, so far as 
this has n achieved (and much remains to be 


done), the periodical concentration of public atten- 
tion upon the Hospitals of London, and the energetic 
ublic appeals now made on behalf of individual 
nstitutions, belong to our own times. The increase 
of London’s inhabitants by some millions has 
come more or less with a rush, and who can justly 
express surprise or dissatisfaction if the end to be 
desired is not yet reached and if the Hospitals are 
“begging ” with insistency and with tales of povert 
that do not diminish. They live from hand to mouth 
through no fault of theirs, and if they fail to attain 
the ideal position which their well-wishers desire for 
them, or if from time to time they permit their 
expenditure to exceed their incomes, the remedy is 
Give freely and without stint 
or economy. The Hospitals will — economy 
when it comes to spending what they receive. The 
Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund will see to that, 
and will itself exercise prudence and economy in 
administering the resources placed at its disposal ; 
but the gifts of the public need to be regulated by 
no consideration that the amplest charity will ever 
be either superfluous or misplaced. 


The Ever-growing Population. 


It may be suggested that as London spreads so its 
wealth increases, and that from the fringe of villas 
which marks the enlargement of its borders, from 
those ever-rising blocks of flats and rows of houses 
which spring up where slums have once stood, there 
should flow almost automatically enough money to 
compensate for any augmentation of the working 
classes and of the horde of casual workers and non- 
workers who are chronically and irremediably poor. 
If, however, any think seriously that the increase of 
London’s population has been accompanied by such 
an increase of wealth that the Hospitals might have 
been expected to secure financial benefits corre- 
sponding to the fresh demands for their help, let 
hom reflect that the influx during the past twenty- 
five years has taken -~ from the poorer classes 
of society. Just as the Hospitals open their doors 
to all alike, excluding none on account of race 
or of religious opinion, examining the moral 
character of none and taking no account of a 
criminal record, so in like manner London has been 
a Mecca for pilgrims of all ranks and degrees of 
riches or of poverty, with this difference, that, 
unlike the pilgrims who visit a shrine and depart, 
those least likely to make desirable inhabitants 
come to stay. London has attracted, as if by some 
magnetic influence, the energetic worker (with or 
without capital) and the confirmed idler, the artizan 
in search of better wages, and the unskilled labourer 
from rural districts together with the degenerate 
and the vagrant in search of relief for the “un- 
employed.” It has opened its doors (with the 
exception of the enforcement of a recent statute of 
limited application) to a miscellaneous crowd of 
aliens, desirable and absolutely undesirable, healthy 
and diseased, from every country under the sun. In 
such circumstances it would have been nothing short 
of miraculous if the power of the Hospitals to deal 
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with the human suffering at their doors had 
increased in proportion to the swelling crowd of 
those con we to seek admittance, and the 
governing bodies of Hospitals do not claim to work 
miracles any more than do the physicians and 
surgeons who perform their duties in the wards. 
It is, we fear, —— to suggest that the large 
number of those who come to us as strangers and 
who accumulate wealth in our midst should give with 
sufficient liberality to meet the demands which 
newcomers like themselves but in humbler social 

es make for charitable assistance. We would, 
however, point out to those practising their callings 
with success, or, perhaps, piling up fortunes in 
London, but who nevertheless are recent sojourners, 
that the Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund en- 
ables them to offer some return for the hospitality 


united they are all-sufficient. No questions of 
character or of religion are raised when human life 
is or may be at stake. Probably this fact was 
brought forcibly home to some who had not reflected 
upon it before when they read recently of the 
murderer of Mr. William Whiteley being taken 
straight to a Hospital, tended there, and nursed back 
to life. They saw in the newspapers accounts of the 
— officer who watched over the wretched Rayner’s 
vedside, and they talked of the incident as if it were 
an extraordinary one. 

It was nothing of the kind; the policeman in 
charge of the would-be suicide, or of the burglar who 
has injured himself in trying to escape apprehension 
is, 80 to speak, a “ common object” in Hospital wards. 
A few years ago we published in one of our Annual 
Supplements “testimonials” from grateful patients in 


STATISTICS OF HOSPITAL WORK IN LONDON DURING THE YEAR 1906. 


< TABLE I.—GENERAL HospiTAts.* 
N.B.—The figures referring to out-patients in these Tables represent the number of vistrs paid by out-patients—Not the NUMBER of out-patients. 


j | | j 
Hospital Con- | Remaining | Out- Accidents 
Name of hospital. ‘Sunday Fund | ts, Relieved. Cured. |valescent under | Died.) patients’ and 
| | homes. | treatment. | | visits. emergencies 
| | 
£ | 
Charing Cross i 1,205 2,539 755 | 1,583 138 | 146 | 207! 70,186 | 10,390 
Freneh ... 356 «836 346 "420 246 49 21| 13,416 
German | (1,824 529 | 1,088 121 126 | 67,580 | 3,625 
Great Northern Central 1,069 | 2,301 1,952 129 141 208 | 76,753 10,029 
Guy's ... 1688 «(8,347 6,704 813 535 341,043 91,062 
Hampstead General 234 62 |¢- = = 50 | 43) 10,353 
King’s College .. ee ee 1359 | 2,684 562 543 208 65 | 40,601 5,969 
475 1,183 a9 | 498 172 88 65 46,741 6,054 
Phillips’ M Homeopathic ... ... ... 34 | 145 | 19 | 110 3 9 | .10 2,364 
London Temperance 722 1,266 | 312 736 — | 79 115 | 24,490 17,492 
ine, 1,050 1548 | 312 916 362 103 217 | 123.218 | 12.946 
Miller cent | 
North-West London... 422 723 | 510 24 38 | 46.541 7 
Kensington General... 159 29 239 4 21 13 | 35,078 2,957 
ae } 1,134 2,474 1,981 261 156 190 | 80,290 
1.838 4, 2,886 1,240 319 378 | 121,958 33,418 
8S. John and Blizabeth... | 309 303 80 s| = 
St. John’s, Lewisham ... 345 65 145 — | 16| 1,100 
2,344 4,295 | 1,538 2,089 | 325 252 | 359) 135,376 428 
Seamen's Hospital Society 378 2,258 409 14799 233 177 | 112,732 
The Middlesex Hosp. and Convalescent Home 2,100 3,859 2,860 j o— 268 128,740 31,039 
University College... 1,708 3,498 987 | 1,619 380 250 234,084 | §1,216 
West Ham... ... 544 68 | 296 53 «665 | «(95,805 | 11,871 
| — 
Westminster | 1.712 | 418 189 253 | 72,205 | 10,933 
| £30,831 | 70,088 | 12,495 | 20,385 | 7,465 4,585 6,024 2,936,234 383,618 
Estimated to supply omissions ... ... | — | 8457 13,798 | 862 | 15, 
70,083 | 20,952 34183 8,327 4,585 2,936,234 398,843 


* We reproduce the term “ General Hospitals” as employed by the Council of the Metropolit 


which we Londoners so freely accord to them. Let 
them look, moreover, at the list of Hospitals to 
which the Fund distributes the money subscribed, 
and they will see included in it institutions the titles 
of which proclaim the nationalities of those for whom 
they are primarily designed side by side with our 
native institutions. Let them visit the Hospitals of 
London that are purely British in title, and they will 
find in their wards foreigners of every description. 

It is this unquestioning charity of the Hospitals 
which drains their resources and which at the same 
time strengthens their claim upon the generosity of 
all. Still more forcibly should this claim be recognised 
when it is pressed in the places of worship of all 
congregations of every shade and variety of religious 
belief as an appeal to the common humanity of those 
who assemble within their walls. Poverty and sick- 
ness; need and pain—if only these two causes are 


Hospital Sunday Fund. 


the principal Hospitals of London, and our Commis- 
sioner, in describing his experiences while collecting 
them, narrated how in one Hospital he had come 
across a man lying in bed while a policeman kept 
watch and ward over him. He made inquiry, and 
found that this man had broken his leg in jumping 
from a wall after breaking open and robbing—what ? 
—a collecting box for contributions to the very 
Hospital in which he was being tended. The 
Samaritan tended the wounded stranger who had 
fallen among roadside thieves; the Hospital in this 
instance tended him who had been trying to filch 
from it the money essential to its subsistence. 


Who should give. 


During the years in which Tue Lancet has issued 
its Supplement we have chronicled subscriptions 
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which amount to a goodly sum. In many years | thing, whether man, woman, or child; very few to 
£40,000 has been exceeded, and £40,000 per annum is | whom to do so would necessitate an act of self- 
a large income to raise and to distribute, but when | denial of a serious character. A few ounces of 
we look at the donations of £1,000 or more, and when | tobacco, a seat at a place of amusement, a yard or 
we note the large amounts contributed by some of the | two of ribbon ora few ounces of sugar plums, these 


TABLE II.—SpeciaL Hospmra.s. 


Hospital I | Con- Remaining Out- Accidents 
lame of hospi Sunday Fund | Relieved. Cured. | valescent | under Died.) patients and 
award, | Patients. homes. | treatment. visits. |emergencies 
City of London for Diseases of Chest ... ... 900 1,025 974 _ = 133 61 62,060 - 
Hospital for Consumption... .. 2,203 1,455 1,130 217 314 101 61,168 
Mount Vernon Consumption ... ... ... 909 1,291 - | 15,280 
Royal Hospital for Diseases of Chest ... ... 563 583 472 41 59 62) 24,412 - 
Royal National Hospital for Consumption... | 338 754 621 = = 146 7 - - 
Alexandra Hospital for Hip Disease ... ... | 384 180 “ 62 3 oT 4 1,125 - 
Banstead Surgical Home ... ... ... | 23 87 50 2 14 1 
Barnet Home Hospital 43 4 18 3 12 1 
Belgrave Hospital for Children 2. ... .. | 136 608 160 220 4 32 132 34,550 694 
Cheyne for Incurable _,, 141 16 2 10 8 bt] 4 - 
Bast Lond. Hosp for 750 2,054 9238 608 281 116 402, «98,835 4,647 
Home for Incurable om 80 15 ll 3 - 
Home for Sick 117 276 130 41 13 3, 
Hospital for Sick ee 1,041 3,068 1,257 985 373 200 519 | 104,593 745 
Infants’ Hospital, Hampstead... 26 95 15 ll 
Kensington Hoep forChildren .. .. .. | 8: - 
North-East. Hosp.for 563 1,832 34 1,057 123 288 76,247 12,591 
Paddi Green for ,, 188 697 560 151 41 96 68,934 1,584 
St Mary's for 68 | 168 436 = 25 56 | 19983 16,538 
Victoria Hospital for 663 1,008 231 526 78 129, 64,634 2,000 
Victoria Home, Margate ... 38 127 55 22 47 3 
70 515 = 3 25 - = 
City of London Lying-in .. 200 639 637 10 31 2 26,467 - 
Clapham Maternity ... .. .. . 238 465 2 16,401 - 
Bast-End Mothers’ Home... .. ... .. « 75 430 428 7 20 2 9,414 - 
Charlotte's Lying-i 469 1,704 1,694 138 10 18,860 
n r -in 
Hospital for Women 21 713 72l 200 a 930) — 
403 896 523 88 56 13 16,338 
Grosvenor Hosp. for Women and Children... 159 405 148 $223 = 31 16 15,360 - 
New HospitalforWomen ... 225 743 56 31,905 
Roya! Waterloo Hos. for Childrenand Women 47 312 128 139 23 952 
422 690 7 399 50 38 18 16,889 
817 695 37 71 113 17,376 
188 591 560 47 7 
Gordon for Fistula 14 351 20 329 4 2 2,935 - 
National for Diseases of Heart, &c. ... ... 155 172 154 = 24 18 20,948 - 
253 430 428 = 82 1 2,178 
Hospital for Bpilepey. 127 139 3 35 4) 12,568 
Nationa! for the 7 eee 1,078 1,108 351 173 83 156 42 40,860 _ 
West-End for Nervous System 291 430 3 64,790 
Central London Ophthalmic .. .. ... .. 159 355 354 3 ll 31,230 514 
Royal London Ophthalmic ... ... .. 1,031 2,071 9 4 123,355 1,921 
Ria te | 4 = 
City Orthopedic ... 164 == pa > = £23 
St. John’s Hospital for of Skin ... = 34,856 
Central London Throatand Rar ... ... ... a3 43 6 351 3 10 3 47,032 - 
Hospital for Diseases of Throat ... ... |. 2B 668 54 576 8 19 ul 595 rd 
—— 
London Throat 23 oT 399 4 8 2 17,346 — 
Royal Dental... . 291 = == = = 
National Dental . 15 | on 27,588 = 
| 
£17,439 «=| (36,579 | 7,030 9,028 357 2,926 2,368 | 1,614,468 43,513 
Estimated to supply cmissions ... ... ... — | | 682 | 8,670 222 68, 12,419 
Total | £17,439 37,900 | 13,851 17,698 «2,641 3,148 2,568 | 1,684,272 | 55,932 


Churches which are known to have rich congregations | are the abnegations which would enable “ quite poor 
we may well feel doubtful as to whether the giving to | people” to exceed the average donation of the London 
the Hospital Sunday Fund is in the least general | citizen to the Fund. The Metropolitan Hospital 
among our population. There are few of those re- | Sunday Fund has earned the goodwill of rich givers 
moved from actual poverty who cannot give some-! like Mr. George Herring because it has done its work 
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with care and efficiency, but it was instituted not 
merely to convey the donation of the wealthy man, 
but in order to collect the Se offerings of 
all who in a particular week attend religious worship, 
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whether it does so or not, is not the object 
worthy of the sacrifice? That object is to relieve the 
poor when overcome by bodily suffering, or in- 
capacitated by injury or disease ; to help those to 


TaBLe III.—Corrace HosprraLs AND CoNVALESCENT HOMES. 


Hospital I Con- Remaining | Out- Accidents 
Name of hospital. Sunday Fund|_ Relieved.| Cured. |valescent| under | Died.| patients’ and 
award. | Patients. homes. | treatment. emergencies 
Metropolitan Convalescent (Walton and £ 
628 4, 2141 | 2,554 141 si | 
M tan Convalescent (Bexhill) ... ... 413 2714 413 2,242 $9 - - 
All Saints’ »  (Bastbourne) 315 3415 | 1173 | 2118 92 3| - 
Leonards-on-Sea) 250 116 14 - 9 - - 
Charing Cross Hospital Convalescent ... ... 70 388 - 385 14 
Chelsea Hospital for Women Convalescent 42 20 
Deptford Medical Mission 19 - - | - 
Palrlig t Con 179 1 3 
Friendly Societies’Convalescent. 84 1,051 - | - 
Mrs. Gladstone 89 818 = 1 | 
28 183 171 2 - 28 — | 419 
Hanwell 16 214 214 - = 
Hendon, Ossulston Home... 53 620 — = - 
Herbert Con 2B 498 261 161 —-j] 
Herne Bay (Baldwin- Brown) Convalescent 56 450 | 
Hemel Hem ” 43 481 110 353 - | 
I rated Morley and Bevan, 281 1,366 - 7 | 
H 148 42 86 = 
Mary W 56 187 = - 
= | 
Police Seaside Home... 47 784 784 ~ - - 
St. Andrew's (Clewer) Convalescent ... ... 94 - - 
St. John’s Home for Convalescent Children ... 3B 343 27 1 
St. Joseph's Convalescent 56 583 423 133 27 - 
St. Mary's 21 105 105 7 
St. M 33 328 - | _ 
Acton Cottage Hospital... 198 174 7 | 19 | 1,410 
Beckenham we vie) 280 50 206 14 10 427 
Billingsgate Medical Mission ... a7 148 35 il 8 6 | 3 | 13813 - 
Blackheath and Charlton Cottage Hospital ... 80 = 
Bromley, Kent 117 613 4 421 13 2 159 
Bushey Heath en 36 153 16 121 2 7 2 1,118 W 
Canning Town 56 256 253 7 15 | 12,883 
Coldash 21 27 18 20 2 _ 
East Ham 72 178 5 143 14 12 «17,098 
Eitham 45 255 2 200 4 14 23 
66 205 16 175 _ 16 12 
m and Ewell * 51 126 13 92 15 ll 7 = 2 
ounslow ‘i 42 173 22 131 1 10 9 3,690 36 
ford 164 18 15 12 | 45 
may | 
nd Refill ” 103 582 370 - 15 4 
P 33 183 30 144 2 4 419 
Tilbury (Passmore Edwards) Cottage Hospital 123 9 — | 2,200 
“er | 
Will 103 260 237 19 18 
b ” 47 182 21 143 _ 8 6 174 53 
wi andl Plumstead Cottage Hospital 108 10 10 
Bolingbroke H 272 683 138 456 23 66 | 31,706 784 
— for Invehia Gentlewomen ... ... ... 94 189 13 157 7 2 
St. Saviour’s Hospital and Nursing Home ... 95 136 43 80 _ 9 4 - - 
National Sanatorium for come 94 398 395 85 1 
ny Home for the Dying ... .. «.. = 150 10 2 | 5 42 121 - | - 
Free Home for Dying .. ... .. 122 86 23 9 54 
St. Luke’s House ... 112 140 27 32 81 
Royal Mineral Water Hospital ... 47 1,203 | 1,147 16 «s 155 af - 
St. Winifred’s Home oe 56 51 32 18 =- | 
£5,990 32,956 7,751 11,972 107 1,416 607 | 9,178 9,307 
Bstimated to supply omissions ... = 1301 | 3206 | — | 86 | 3,660 
£5,990 34,257 10,986 19,816 107 1,744 | 663 | 98,838 9,307 


and of all who on the day set a for rest enjoy 
that leisure which the work of the week has earned 
for them. To many of these a substantial gift 
means very little in the way of self-denial. But 


whom no relief can come save only if charity will 
provide it, and for whom bodily weakness and disease 
mean incapacity for work, helplessness, and starva- 
tion. Surely such an object should appeal to men 
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and women alike, and to children as well as to those 
who are of riper years. In all these also self-denial 
may be supplemented by a little effort. There is 
ever a little work to be done on behalf of a good cause ; 
supporters of the Fund should not be content with 
giving themselves, but should induce others to do so 
too, reminding all who might otherwise forget, and 
winning for the Fund those new friends of whom 
it can never have too many. 

It is not difficult, by the way, to forget; and 
it is always easy to plead forgetfulness. here are 


TABLE IV.—DISPENSARIES. 


| 
Name of dispensary. patients’ 
award. te. 
Brompton Provident ... ... 19 2,653 
Chelsea, Brompton, WO 4 
Chelsea Provident 13 672 
Child's Hill ,, 16 
City ot London and East London ... .. ... 9 102,740 
Clapham General and Provident ... ... ... 23 12,144 
Deptford Medical Mission ... 23 
East Dulwich Provident 38 21,414 
Farringdon General... ove 42 11,421 
Forest Hill Provident ... 38 5,724 
Holloway and North Isiington .. .. «. 42 
Islington Medical Mission ... 38 
Kennington and Vauxhall! Provident ... ... 13 4619 | 
Kensal Town Provident 16 4,449 
Kentish Town Medical Mission... .. .. ... 20 3 500 
Kilburn, Maida Vale, and St. John's Wood 3 11,816 
Kilburn Provident Medical Mission .. .. 
London Medical Mission... 116 34814 
Margaret-street, for Consumption... ... ... 22 362 
Mildway Medical Mission ... 23 5.537 
Notting Hill Provident 13 5,170 
yal General 23 8,842 
Royal Pimlico Provident .. 41 34,838 
Royal South London... 47 13,376 
St. George's and St. James's ... 47 
St. George's (Hanover-square) Provident. ... 2 2,484 
St. John's Wood Provident 46 25,040 
St. Marylebone General am 48 12,441 
St. Pancrasand Northern .. .. .. .. 9,088 
St. Pancras Medical Mission .. .. ... «. 20 5,684 
South Lambeth, Stockwell, & North Brixton 37 9,664 
Stamford Hill and Stoke Newington ... ... 56 | 39,677 
Wandsworth Common Provident .. .. ... 14 2,678 
Westbourne Provident... .. .. 17 10,632 
63 21,233 
104 0,138 
Whitechapel Provident as om 3 25,035 
£2,209 976,208 
Estimated to supply omissions .. 111,670 


some who attend a place of worship but who only go | 


provided with their usual offering, something which | 
custom has perhaps reduced toa minimum. These 
surely may be reminded that Hospital Sunday is an 
occasion for exceptional generosity. Some may be | 
prevented from attending Divine worship in the par- | 
ticular week in which Hospital Sunday occurs. - This 
is no reason why their alms should not be intrusted 
to the hand of someone who may have recalled the 
needs of the Fund to their slumbering memories. 
Many leave London for the day on Sunday and attend 


no place of worship at all, or, in pursuance of what 
has now become a fashion of wide influence, leaye 
London at the end of the week not to return un‘\| 
Monday morning. It is not for us to criticise thei 
or to question their motives; but we would as 
them not, in their absence, to forget those to whom 
health means the power to earn wages, and upon 
whose s depends the very existence of their 
homes. e ask for a substantial gift from thes 
absentees, and we earnestly beg all who are able to 
do so to remind them of a duty the performance of 
which should be a privilege and a pleasure. 


TABLE V.—NURSING ASSOCIATIONS. 


| Hospital 
Name of association. | Sunday | Visite, 
award. 
Aldgate Lordship... | 5 
Belvedere and Abbey Wood. 5 4,482 
Central St. Pamcras ... 15 9,958 
20 16,509 
Hammersmith and Fulham... one 3% 27,168 
17,743 
8.411 
Rotherhithe .. .. — 10 6,387 
Shoreditch... ... 56 42,520 
South London (Battersea) on 40,989 
Woolwich, Plumstead, and Chariton... 17,000 
London District 360 218,100 
— 
£1,180 699,413 
Estimated to supply omissions. | - 31,900 


The Inducements to Give. 


Do any hesitate to give on account of a feeling of 
ignorance as to the work in aid of which the Metro- 
politan Hospital Sunday Fund craves their alms ? 
Or do any of those who would be willing to try to 
induce others tocontribute lack arguments wherewith 
to enforce their recommendations ? The strongest 
arguments, the most convincing proofs that could be 
supplied cannot be brought before all, for it is not 
possible that the millions who might contribute 
should visit the Hospitals and see for themselves 
what goes on within their wards. It would be ve 
interesting, however, for them, and a pleasant tas 
for those conducting them, if all these uninformed 
or indifferent ones, some of them leading lives of 
extravagance or of luxury, could be taken through 
the wards of one or two of our principal hospitals, 
and could be directed to — from time to time 
beside a bed, and to ask a few questions of its 
occupant. The stories which they would hear would 
vary in their details, and in some instances* the 

tients would be more freein their confidences than 
in others. The main outline would, however, be often 
the same—a life of hard work interrupted in the 
monotonous course of its routine by the onset of 
painful disease or by some serious occurrence; 
possibly an accident, perhaps a crime of violence com- 
mitted by another. Some of the patients are 
wretchedly r, some in possession of regular work 
are in fair circumstances while they can work, and 
some receive wages which, if treated thriftily, might 
enable them to receive private medical aid; but all 
are in the same plight, they cannot work because 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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they are ill, and they have no money because they 
cannot work. The intervention of the Hospital saves 
them. The degree of success achieved in that inter- 
vention will vary with the patient’s case; the degree 
of gratitude will differ between one patient and 
another according to temperament. One question, 
however, should follow, either to be replied to by the 


TABLE SHOWING THE RESULTS OF COLLECTIONS SINCE 
THE COMMENCEMENT OF THE FUND. 


Year. Totals. Donations. ; Year. Totals. Donations. 
1873... £27,700 £1844 1890 ... £42,814 ......... £3991 
1874 ... 20,936 ...:.... 1505 1891 ... 45,330 ........ 9019 
1875 1424 1892 41,512 4429 
1876... 27,082 1339 1893... 39,290 3652 
1877 26,082 947 1894... 43,679... 77 
1878 24,904 1199 1895... 60,361 ......... 21,990 
1879... 26,501 1120 1896 96,035... 5533 
1880 ... 30,423 ........ 1567 1897 3607 
1881... 31,856 1638 1898 40,397 3864 
1882... 2106 1898 53,504 ......... 15,310 
1883... 33,935 1980 1990 51,993 16,137 
1884... 6410 1901 18,343 
1885... 54,320 2565 1902 62,669 16,307 
1886 ... 40,399 ......... 4817 1903 15,766 
1887 ... 40,607 ........ 4130 1904 63,054 ......... 15,143 
1888... 40,379 3080 1905 29,425 
1889... 41,744 3482 1906 63,075 18,441 


1884. Including £4500 from the International Health Exhibition. 

1885, 1886, 1887. Including three donations of £1000 each from 
Dr. James Wakley, Editor of Tur Lancer. 

1891. Including £5000 from the late Duke of Cleveland, &c. 

1894. Including a legacy of £5000 (less duty) from the executors of 
the late Mr. W. J. Whitaker. 

189%. Including £10,000 from Messrs. Barnato and friends; £3400 
from the Stock Exchange; £1000 from Lord Iveagh; and £1000 from 
Mr. J. B. Robinson. 

From 1891 to 1896 Sir Saville Crossley, Bart., P.C., M.P., gave an 
annual donation of £1000, and since has divided his contribution 
between this Fund and King Edward's Fund. 

1897. Jubilee year. H.R.H. the Prince of Wales started a Special 
Fund for Hospitals. 

1899. Including £10,000 from Mr. George Herring, and £1050 from 
Mr. J. Lane Densham. 

1900. Including a further £210,000 from Mr. George Herring, £1090 
from Mr. Thos. King, and “* F. H.” £1000. 

1901. Including a further £10,000 from Mr. George Herring, and 
£4000 from Sir F. Cook, Bart., M.P. 

1902. Including a further £11,575 from Mr. George Herring, and 
£1000 from Mr. Charles Morrison. 

1903. Their Majesties the King and Queen, with most of the other 
Members of the Royal Family, attended at St. Paul's Cathedral. 
Including a further £12,302 from Mr. George Herring. 

1904. Including a further £11,926 from Mr. George Herring. 

1905. Including a further £12,400 from Mr. George Herring, and 
£12,500 from the executors of Mr. F. W. Cook. 

1906. Including a further £11,000 from-Mr. George Herring and 
£3000 on account of the legacy bequeathed by Mr. Herbert Lloyd. 


patient, or for the interlocutor himself to supply the 
answer, “ What would have happened if there had 
been no Hospital?” The nature of the probable 
answer we leave to our readers who may care to 
imagine the scene which we have suggested, and we 
add the further question, “What would happen to 
the Hospitals without money ?” The Metropolitan 


THE LANCET HOSPITAL SUNDAY FUND SUPPLEMENT. 
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Hospital Sunday Fund supplies the Hospitals with 
part of their incomes, a substantial item which for 
many years they have learnt to expect regularly, 
with the hope always of a possible increase in 
the sums allotted. e ask that a generous and 
general rise in the gifts of individuals and in the 
number of those giving may cause that hope to be 
realized in the present year. 

There can be no doubt that the influence of the 
Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund, together with 
the income which the public intrusts to it annually 
for distribution, has steadily increased, and that it 
owes its growth tothe confidence which it has earned 
by what it has done. In the absence of any Central 
Board directing and controlling the management of 
the Hospitals as a whole, the Council of the Fund has 
made its influence felt in the conduct of various institu- 
tions. It has accompanied the distribution of the 
amount intrusted to it with suggestions and 
criticisms, in such a manner as to lend weight to 
its recommendations. In this way it has exercised 
supervision over expenditure and has laid down 
for the guidance of all the principle that a pound 
of revenue is expected to produce not less than 
a full pound’s value of that which a Hospital 
should supply. It is the knowledge that its 
subscribers “get their money’s worth” which 
wins contributions for the Metropolitan Hospital 
Sunday Fund from those who recognise the fact 
that economy and organization combined render 
charity effective, whereas indiscriminate and _ ill- 
directed almsgiving will only result in waste of 
money and energy. It is to the practical man 
who isa man of business as well as a benevolent 
citizen that the Fund commends itself as repre- 
senting order, fairness, and economy in the distribu- 
tion of limited and valuable assets among those 
entitled to enjoy them. 


The Appeal is to All. 


When we ask for contributions to the Metropolitan 
Hospital Sunday Fund we confine ourselves to no 
rank or division of the community. We believe that 
a large proportion of the class that benefits directly 
by the Hospitals can give of their small means 
because, leaving out those who are absolutely 
destitute, there is a considerable population of work- 
ing men and women who, in their day of need, if it 
should ever come, will be helped by the Hospitals 
out of all proportion to any gift that they may ever 
have brought, and who, in their time of health and 
of comparative prosperity, should do what they 
ean to provide aid for their fellow workers less 
fortunate than themselves. We do not ask them 
to give in order to provide or to assist Hospitals 
for their own reception, or to regard their 
gifts as maintaining institutions into which they 
will be received as a right or as the result of their 
own prudence. We prefer to urge upon them that 
the Hospitals are charities which they, in health and 
therefore comparatively affluent, help to support for 


SUMMARY OF TABLES. 


__ Hospital Con- | Remaining | Out- Accidents 
‘Sunday Fund In-patients. Relieved. | Cured. valescent under Died. patients’ and 
| award, | homes. | treatment. | | visits. ‘emergencies 
| 
General Hospitals ... ... «. £30,831 70,088 | 20,962 34,183 8,327 4,585 6,024 2,936 234 398,843 
Special Hospitals ... .. .. | 17.489 | 37,900 | 13,851 | 17,698 2,541 3,148 2,668 | 1,684,272 56,932 
| | | 19.86 107 1,744 6€3 98,838 9,307 
Nursing Associations ... .. 1,180 731,313 | 
Total £57,649 (142,245 45,729 71,697 10,975 9477 9,255 6,538,635 | 464,082 
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the reception of others worse off than they are. We 
hope for their sakes that they will never need the aid 
afforded ; but if ever they chance to do so their gifts 
should thereafter take the form of thankofferings. 
But though all can help according to their means, 
in the main the Hospitals must always be the 
gift of the richer to the poorer, bestowed by the 
class which cannot expect to benefit directly from 
its generosity upon those who without that generosity 
must suffer unhealed and perhaps die. We have 
used the word “directly,” because indireetly every 
man who calls in medical or surgical aid benefits from 
the training which his medical attendant has obtained 
from the Hospitals and which could have been im- 
parted to him nowhere else. We do not forget, also, 
that the rich man may find himself the inmate of a 
Hospital at any time when some sudden emergency 
arises calling for his reception. He may, for 
example, be the victim of an accident in the streets, 
and then he will be benefited directly by an institu- 
tion to the upkeep of which he may have contri- 
buted. What would be the feelings of one who 
on such an occasion found himself tended and 
brought back to life without ever having done any- 
thing to make the hospitals efficient ? What would 
be his position after receiving that aid which can be 
given promptly and surely in Hospitals only? He 
would, indeed, feel himself the recipient of charit 
not intended for him, but bestowed upon him with 
the same freedom as upon others. He might be one 
of those who at times criticise unfavourably the 
never-ceasing appeal for pecuniary aid to our medical 
chevities—such appeals, for example,as we are urging 
no'v on behalf of the Metropolitan Hospital Sunday 
Fund. He would not when lying in the Hospital 
ward complain because the latest, the best, and 
rhaps the most costly appliances of science had, 
in hands skilled to use them, warded off death. 
He would hardly then grudge to the poor men lying 
around him that measure of comfort which the 
Hospital allowed him to share with them. 
Nevertheless, although we may glance at such 
possibilities as these, we do not ask those whose 


[June 1, 1907. 
circumstances allow them to ne to be generovs 
simply because they may some rofit themselves 
thereby, either directly or indirest That wou!) 
not be generosity at all ; it would be a payment made 
after calculating the prospect of obtaining advantage 
from it. The real claim must be upon the charity of 


the mee the true _e must be to his heart, not i» 
his head. It is to the poor that he gives, becaus: 
they are - and because when struck down hy 
injury or disease they are helpless so far as their 


own Sepapneen are concerned, and he must give with. 
out hope of reward, save in the consciousness of hi: 

ood action. In giving to the Fund, moreover, he 

nows that his charity will be distributed with justice 
and economy, so as to insure the best possible 
results, for, as we have said above, and now repeat, 
the Metropolitan Hospital Sunday Fund represents 
order in the distribution of charity. 


THEREFORE GIVE. 


The appeal is to all; therefore give. The rich 
should give out of their superfluity, and not only 
because they are rich, but because they are them- 
selves benefited by the Hospitals. The poor should 
give out of their scanty means, relying upon 
their numbers for their influence. The shilling of 
the individual] poor man, however steadily contributed, 
can never repay the Hospital for the expense that is 
incurred if he becomes an inmate; but out of 
London’s 7,000,000 inhabitants there must be a third 
whocould payan annual shilling regularly tothe Fund, 
and the income represented by such a subscription 
would restore all the Hospitals to solvency. To the 
benevolent man no scheme should make a surer 
appeal ; to the practical manit must appear as a vast 
economic agency. 


WE ALL SHOULD GIVE. 


THE METROPOLITAN HOSPITAL SUNDAY FUND. 
Receipts and pageants for the year ending October 31st, 1906. 


Cr. 

a. d. 1906. & «af 44 
Balancent Bank of England, — 1905 17 “2 By Awards to 148 Hospitals ... .. .. ... 52,658 3 11 
Balance in hands of Secretary ... ... 1913 11 » Awards to 14 Institutions 
—— 312511 1] ,, Awards to6l Dispensaries... .. ... ... 2,20810 0 
» Collections made at Awards to 26 Nursing Associations. 1,189 0 0 
Worship... 44,633 13 2 » Surgical Appliances © 

» Collections at Schools . an soe 4514 6 61,423 12 3 
Donations City Appeal +» Rentand Telephone ... 23 3 4 
» Donations .. 5 » Insurance . 076 
» Dividend on £224 ibs. 24. Consols .. |. 670 » Furniture and ‘Repairs 843 
» One year’s interest on y of £10,000 » Fuel, Lighting, and Office Cleaning 34 6910 
from the late Herbert Lloyd ... 67 » Printing and 236 18 8 
»» Dividend on £45,346 1s. 3d. 24 » Stamps and Postages . 14215 ll 
r Executors to the Will of W. » Advertisements. 163 5 7 

uesdon, deceased ... “ 1,133 13 0 » Salaries and Gratuities ‘neluding ‘pay: 

» Interest on Deposit 109 5 1 mentinadvance) .. eo 1,400 8 8 
jes — Pension to late Secretary 20 0 0 
erbert Lloyd, Esq., first Special 114 5 8 
instalment of legacy of » Sundrtes 878 

£10, we 3,652 7 1 

Mr. William Birt ... ... 389 On. 

—— 3073 8 9 1906.. on 1,100 10 3 
—— 63,075 12 2/ ,, Petty ove 2413 8 

113 311 

£66,201 3 3 

—— £66,201 3 3 


Audited and found correct, this 24th day of November, 1906. 
(Signed) 


W.H. PANNELL & Co., Chartered Accountants, 13, Basinghall-street, E.C. 


*.* In the preparation of the voluminous statistics of hospital work which have been here digested and exhibited in collected form (and 
which have been specially supplied to us in response to our applications, and are quite independent of any returns made to the Metropolitan 
Hospital Sunday Fund Committee), we have been greatly indebted to a large number of secretaries and other officers of the various medical 
charities of the metropolis. To them we desire, as on many previous occasions, to tender our sincere thanks.—Ep. L. 
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